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 
Abstract— Violence is detrimental to the stability of any 
democracy.  If people are too scared to vote, or if they lack 
confidence in their government to bring peace, how will their voices 
be heard?  By discussing how accountability, transparency, and 
ethics dissuade social confusion, improve democracy, and lessen 
occurrences of violence, perhaps one can increase the success in the 
instance of stabilizing a new democracy or reinvigorating an old one.  
Theoretically resulting in more peaceful governmental transitions; 
accountability, transparency, and ethics in democracy are a must to 
build social trust, improve democracy, and reduce violence. 
 
Keywords— causality, democracy, ‘moderns’ (people of the 
present), social trust, stagnation.   
I. INTRODUCTION 
democratic government hindered with negative 
connotations is a brewery for social insecurity and can be 
linked to heightened instances of violence through 
causality.  It is fundamental to any society that politicians be 
held accountable for their actions, that governments are fully 
transparent (yet maintaining security over defence 
information), and that they present their decisions objectively 
keeping only the interests of the people in mind.  
 
Such sentiments are not new in the modern democratic 
discourse.  Arguments relating to an improved democratic 
theory stem from savants such as Robert Dahl1, Cornel West2, 
Adam Przeworksi3, and Geoffrey Sachs4 to name but a few.  
Arguments about the need to improve democracy range from 
municipal issues to fostering a more democratic international 
scene.  The following exhibit my personal thoughts on 
accountability and transparency with thoughts on how an 
improved democracy can lessen violence. 
 
Democratic theory permeates all boundaries.  It knows no 
nations.  It knows no particular government.  It knows no 
religion.  It knows no race.  Yet, it is the global human 
civilization’s greatest beacon.  It is the strong, solitary oak 
amidst our confusing forest of progress.  Great minds have 
come together from ages past to ages present for the purpose 





Robert Dahl judges the creation of it as being on the same 
plane of importance as the “invention of the wheel or the 
discovery of the New World.”5 
 
It is the most common governmental system in the world.6 
There are few countries still listed as communist, identified as 
autocratic, or labelled as tyrannical.  Even still, all of them 
have democratic roots growing.  People want elections; people 
want a voice in how to govern their lives.  That beautiful 
sentence is the lifeblood of democracy.   
 
People all over the world want a say in how to organize their 
local, regional, and national systems so that they can live the 
lives they so desire.  And this is happening everyday, which is 
a good thing.  However, there comes a time when a good thing 
can turn cumbersome.  Human nature takes over and personal 
interests supersede the electoral dictum.  Bureaucracies drain 
more tax money as people have less and less say.  The 
populace may consider their government an antagonist.  They 
may sometimes fear it.  Inherently, democratic theory 
becomes crippled by those it is best meant to aide.  The 
government must serve the people.  There is no alternative to 
that fact.  It must be done. 
 
Democracy has reached the point of stagnation.  It has done so 
in first-world nations as in developing nations.  Many people 
feel that there is little if anything they can do to actually make 
a difference in their government.  What other than a 
continuous trend of voter apathy in many nations could 
explain the disdain felt by many citizens?  People are losing 
confidence in their own power and handing it over to the men 
and women of politics.  There is power in the vote, not in 
violence.    
II.  ACCOUNTABILITY 
Why are politicians able to get away with lies to the people?  
Politicians are elected on the promises they make, they must 
be duly punished for breaking them.  Fear the people, for they 
are in your trust.  This idea, although not new, needs to be 
refreshed in politics to help keep the system as honest as 
possible.  Politicians are in the trust of the citizens they 
represent and thus hold enormous moral bearing.  If a wrong 
is proved by the courts then the politician must be judged as 
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severely as a criminal regardless of their contributions to 
society.  This may be an overly Machiavellian7 approach to 
ensuring accountability, but the Athenians had a more severe 
system of punishment and it worked for them.8  Perhaps scare-
tactics are a good way for citizens to keep their representatives 
in check. 
 
What is the penalty if a politician does not keep his or her 
promises or works against the common good?  Prison 
sentences are generally given to scandals involving the 
siphoning of tax money, tampering with corporate 
investments, or other criminal offences. However, there are a 
couple of examples of inadequacy in sentencing one would 
like to mention.  The recent Mark Foley scandal in which Rep. 
Foley allegedly sent sexually explicit messages to an under-
age boy.9 Mr. Foley has not received any charges against him 
to this date.  President Bush has also commuted Lewis 
“Scooter” Libby’s 2 and a ½ year imprisonment for lying to 
federal investigators.  These two cases are symbolic of the 
sometimes protectionist sentencing politicians are given as 
their colleagues manipulate the law to spare them.   
 
What is the most common penalty for breaking a promise 
made on the electoral platform?  Sometimes, one may not be 
re-elected.10 There is a terrible imbalance between the need for 
socio-political progress and protecting the economical virtue 
of any said constituency.  Money is only the means to achieve 
voters’ needs.   
 
Relating to corruption, it seems that the major difference 
between how Athenians dealt with it and how the present day 
citizenry deal with it, is that the Greek actually had severe 
penalties.  Scandals are continuously appearing in the news 
and politicians are at worst sent to prison for differing lengths 
of time.  If citizens were to escalate the penalty for cheating 
the people then corruption would be scarcer.  This is definitely 
a note we should take from the Athenians.  Be fair or beware. 
  
A. Accountability and Violence 
A citizen is often right to feel the hopelessness of changing 
a situation.  This is moreso true when a government is not 
transparent (in my opinion hardly any government presently 
is).  Taking for example, Iraq, a sapling democracy plagued 
with sectarian violence and international controversy.  Why 
do fundamentalists think they can gain control of government 
to wield their zeal over the nation?  Politicians must have 
some role to play in this situation.11 They are now the ones 
accountable to bring peace back to their country.12 They are 
the ones who must represent the people who voted for them, 
as they want peace.13 It is no wonder that the United States 
and Britain are so hesitant to withdraw their troops; it would 
send Iraq into chaos as politicians are not staying 
accountable.14    
 
B. Accountability, Social Confusion and Social Structures. 
A theoretical sub-element of ‘accountability and violence’, 
social confusion is enticed by corrupt and unaccountable 
politicians.  It is one thing for a citizen not to understand their 
government, but completely another when a citizen loses faith 
in a fledgling government and delves into confusion.  An 
apathy and anxiety toward daily life comes about when a 
citizen’s societal structures unwind.15 This is easily foreseen 
when considering the apathy American citizens have toward 
their government.16 It is a politician’s responsibility to ensure 
social structures are maintained so that the transition to a new 
government is less dramatic.17  Keeping Iraq as an example, 
and desperately not trying to oversimplify, when Iraq’s social 
structures in the form of Saddam Hussein’s regime fell, there 
was no ready support to lead the people into democracy.18  If 
social structures collapse, social confusion ensues, and 
without political accountability, the occurrence of violence 
increases.   
 
Iraq is a unique example, but if this theoretical model is 
applied to Rwanda, Bosnia, and Yugoslavia, etc., a trend is 
easily observed.  
III. TRANSPARENCY 
Different than accountability, it denotes the importance of 
government being easily understood and accessed by the 
citizenry it represents.  There is no question that 
transparency, social confusion, accountability, and social 
structures are interrelated which is why it is important to 
discuss.   
 
A. Transparency, Citizenry, and Information Technology 
(IT) 
It is essential for any political officer to recognize the 
difference between voter apathy and a voter’s lack of 
interest in government. Voter apathy stems from a citizen 
body that is suffering from social confusion and 
disillusionment with their government.  People feel that 
they have little to no power and thus take an apathetic view 
on participating in their democracy.  A lack of interest in 
government is simply that some people do not like politics 
and prefer to be uninvolved.  Recognizing the difference 
between the two will help a government gauge how 
effective it is in terms of involving the citizenry which one 
believes is a fundamental staple to any democracy. 
 
Those who do not want to participate should not be forced.  
Many people wish to have greater access to information and 
participation in government but it is often a cumbersome or 
fruitless endeavor.  Usually, it is just a passing feeling.  But 
what of the use of Information Technology to allow for 
those desiring participation or information from 
government?  Similar to what many authors currently write, 
a ‘citizen’s website’ could be used to increase the ease, 
comfort, availability, and more of a direct democracy for 
the citizenry.  Although such a system requires a sometimes 
advanced infrastructural framework, it is definitely a next 
  
step in improving democracy in first world nations as in the 
developing ones.19 
 
B. Increased Transparency with IT and Violence 
Presently, citizens have a very limited voice.  We speak 
mostly with a vote either during election times or through 
referendums.  How often can a regular citizen of any given 
society speak freely and openly before their government?  
On a large scale system this would be impossible and 
terribly slow.  It worked for the Athenians because they had 
a smaller system.20  However, it can work, not exactly the 
same as the Greek, but a more direct voice for the people of 
present, or ‘moderns’, can be made.  I contend that using 
information technology, such as the internet, is the way to 
do this.  Government should refrain from draining tax 
dollars on allocating referendums on paper.  There should 
always be an option for any citizen to enter a vote on any 
decision being passed with the comfort of a few button 
clicks and, of course, security checks. Politics should be as 
hi-tech as our material lives.  Why should the public system 
that governs our societies be archaic in comparison with 
private systems that govern our desires? 
 
With the availability of information citizens can reduce 
social confusion, re-integrate themselves with current social 
structures, and understand how their society is choosing to 
manage itself.  In so doing, removing or dissipating feelings 
that lead to violence and chaos.  Information is often 
correlated with knowledge, and it is popular belief that those 
with more knowledge have a better understanding of their 
immediate social situation.  Knowledged people are less apt 
to committing violent crimes and are usually more invested 
in their community.21 A citizen’s website would increase 
people’s knowledge of their society and thus allowing for a 
reduction in violence.   
 
I find it important at this time to mention the rise of 
violence in France as the elections have now come to a 
close.  La France is suffering from a large under-represented 
minority mostly from Africa.22 Ever since France established 
colonial ties in Africa there has been a steady influx of legal 
and illegal immigration to the French nation.23 Many seek 
refuge from political turmoil and/or hope for a better life in 
France by crossing the Mediterranean Sea at several 
geographic points.24 This influx has been linked to societal 
troubles.  
 
This societal malaise is leading to an increase in violence 
and socio-economic tensions.25A fair example is the 
growing ‘ghetto’ structure in Marseilles.26 Once a safe city 
to wander about there are certain neighborhoods deemed too 
dangerous to pass through.27  
 
The majority of governments make deals behind closed 
doors. Why is the public excluded from decision making? 
This statement is true in appearance and sentiment but false 
in regard to being accurate for all nations.  Most democratic 
systems do make decisions with a public referendum, in 
fact, it happens all the time.  That is part of 21st century 
representative democracy.  However, people feel that deals 
are being made without their consent.  They often feel that 
their government is dealing behind their backs.  Why it is 
that all the people who know how to properly run a country 
either drive a taxi or style hair is -in that example- symbolic 
of popular dissatisfaction with their representation. 
 
There must be full transparency.  The easiest way to 
empower the vote is to increase citizen understanding and 
involvement.  This can be achieved using a citizen’s 
website.  Information technology is so vastly advanced that 
it can be easily utilized to host many more referendums, 
increase elements of direct democracy, inform the citizenry 
about laws and decisions being passed, show where tax 
funds are being spent, and the current debates in house so 
that all may be leisurely, easily, and comfortably informed.  
People should no longer consider politics as a vague and 
mysterious waste of time and the word politician should not 
bring about fits of mistrust.  The time to slowly progress is 
now. 
 
IV. GOVERNMENT IN AN ETHICAL PERSPECTIVE 
As previously mentioned, this work takes social 
responsibility on a seemingly Machiavellian approach.  
However, one does not intend society to consider its 
constituents as evil-doers.  It is necessary to change the 
perspective of government to one of authoritarianism in 
democratic clothing to one where citizens understand it as a 
tool to serve and order their society.  Ethically, that is the 
correct perspective.  Going down the path of increasing 
citizen’s knowledge once more, perhaps having such a 
perspective taught to children at the elementary level the view 
and ethics of government will change.  If a more positive 
connotation is affixed to government with that new 
interpretation then the ‘us vs. them’ sentimentality will 
dissipate directly correlating to a reduction in violence.  
 
One virtue modern democratic governments have is the 
constant majority/minority debates.  Some people may think 
that some governments, especially the United States of 
America, are sometimes at a standstill due to debate.  
Although one could view this as a negative, it is actually very 
important to protect the minority and keep democracy 
healthy.28 Opposition parties, civil society groups, interest 
parties, writers, academics, media, and voters all criticize 
government.  The only way to improve something is through 
constructive criticism.  Obviously, that is not always the case, 
but if one were to filter the fervent fodder of opinions 
dispensed by the masses there are gems to be found.  
 
Although this ‘battle’ in government is essential, it is at 
times wasteful.  One of the prescriptions I will make in a later 
work is the importance of legislating long-term goals. If a 
given society were to elect several goals they wanted to have 
  
achieved, timeframe added or not, and with every check and 
balance in the book, it would streamline democracy and 
protect valuable societal funds.  Every party of the day must 
work to forward these goals.  If they are not met by a certain 
time or if progress is lacking there must be a fully documented 
reason presented to the public.  Having long-term goals in 
concert with short-term ones is essential in any system and 
should be a new ethical directive in democracy. 
 
V. POVERTY, VIOLENCE, AND GOVERNMENTAL ETHICS 
Not a new subject, but sadly one still often written about.  It 
is impervious to any nation that poverty and hence social 
inequality leads to sentiments of being disadvantaged and 
angry.  This correlates with an increase in violence.29 It is a 
government’s responsibility (thus society’s) to help reduce 
poverty within and beyond their borders.30 That is saying to 
provide opportunity and information for the poor to help 
themselves out of their current state.  Countless studies have 
shown how people on social assistance tend to veer toward 
apathy and only drain a society’s coffers, but this is only 
because society lacks the infrastructural support to enable 
them to have a leg-up.31 Thus, ethically, democratic 
governments must aim to increase the understanding and 
availability of participation in government to the poor so as 
too increase knowledge and reduce violence.   
 
VI. CONCLUSION 
As progressively argued, one hopes that this article has lent 
a new perspective to the reader on how increased 
accountability, transparency, and a shift in ethics can decrease 
violence. 
Moderns continue to deliberate over the efficacy of any 
working government.  Criticisms are attacked by blind 
believers as corrupt politicians and corporations try to pull the 
strings of their modern puppets.  Democratic governments 
work reasonably well at present but are desperately in need of 
improvement.  As you may so far envisage, increasing 
transparency, accountability, and better ethics serve the need 
to improve democracy for the better of human kind and the 
natural world.  If you compare Athens to any other 
government during their times, one would be hard pressed to 
find a better alternative.  The same comparison can be made 
today.  Try to find a government that operates better than 
democracy and finding a lost needle in a hay stack looks 
increasingly appealing.  What has to happen now is to push 
the bar forward.  Heighten modern democratic standards 
across the board internationally so that all people of all nations 
may increase their chances of working together to bring peace 
and improve this earth. 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
One would like to take the time to thank my family, friends, 
and lovely girlfriend for their support in writing this article.  
Thanks go out to Professor Clive Bean, who is a great 
academic supervisor, honest critic, and friend.   Finally, one 
would like to thank the Government of Australia and 
Queensland University of Technology for awarding an 
Endeavour Scholarship and Faculty Grant.  One could not be 
here without your generous support, thank you.    
NOTES   
[1] R. A. Dahl, Democracy and its Critics, New Haven: Yale University 
Press, 1989, 13. 
[2] C. West, Democracy Matters: Winning the fight against imperialism, New 
York: Penguin Group, 2004, Ch. 1.  
[3] A. Przeworski, Sustainable Democracy, Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 1995, Ch. 4.  
[4] G. Sachs, The End of Poverty : Economic Possibilities for Our Time, New 
York: Penguin Books, 2005. 
[5] R. A. Dahl, Democracy and its Critics, New Haven: Yale University 
Press, 1989, 13. 
[6] Kekic, L. 
http://www.economist.com/theWorldIn/international/displayStory.cfm?story_i
d=8166790, Accessed: 12:28 pm, 9/06/2007; Dunn, John. Western Political 
Theory in the Face of the Future, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
1979, 8.  
[7] R. Boesche, Tocqueville’s Road Map: Methodology, Liberalism, 
Revolution, and Despotism, Lanham: Lexington Books, 2006, pg. 190. 
[8] M. H. Hansen, The Athenian Democracy in the Age of Demosthenes 
(Structure, Pruinciples, and Ideology), Oxford, Blackwell Publishers, 1991, 
310. 
[9]Couric, K.  
http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2006/10/03/fyi/main2058545.shtml, 
Accessed: 12:37 pm, 9/06/2007; http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2006/09/29/AR2006092901574.html , Accessed: 1:02 PM, 
3/07/2007  
[10] Promises, Promises. 
http://www.cbc.ca/news/background/politics/promises.html, Accessed: 12:41 
PM, 9/06/2007.  
[11] Wong, E. 
http://www.iht.com/articles/2006/11/27/africa/web.1127iraq.php, Accessed: 
12:50 PM, 9/06/2007.  
[12] ibid. 
[13] http://www.cbc.ca/news/background/politics/promises.html, Accessed: 
12:48 PM, 9/06/2007.  
[14] Wong, E. 
http://www.iht.com/articles/2006/11/27/africa/web.1127iraq.php, Accessed: 
12:50 PM, 9/06/2007. 
[15] DeLuca, T. the Two Faces of Political Apathy. Philadelphia: Temple 
University Press, 1995. 294. 
http://www.jstor.org/view/00223816/di007425/00p0606j/0, Accessed: 1:04 
PM, 9/06/2007.  
[16] Bennett, S. E. Apathy In America: 1960-1984: Causes and Consequences 
of Citizen Political Indifferenc. (Ardsley-on-Hudson, NY: Transnational, 
1986. x, 198. 
http://www.jstor.org/view/00030554/di961024/96p0882a/1?frame=noframe&
userID=83b5fb42@qut.edu.au/01cc99331300501c0847f&dpi=3&config=jstor
, Accessed: 12:59 PM, 9/06/2007.  
[17] Scarborough, Rowan. http://washingtontimes.com/national/20040415-
124445-9395r.htm, Accessed, 1:07 PM, 9/06/2007.  
[18] http://www.rferl.org/featuresarticle/2006/04/44c2f310-4988-4062-8cf7-
bab55ce5a67a.html, Accessed: 1:08 PM, 9/06/2007.  
[19] M. H. Hansen, The Athenian Democracy in the Age of 
Demosthenes: Structure, Principals, and Ideology. Oxford, England: 
Blackwell Publishers, 1991, 1. 
[20] http://www.oycf.org/Perspectives/1_083199/politics.htm, 
accessed Monday, 26, March, 2007. 
[21] Living Black, June 1, 2007: 
http://news.sbs.com.au/livingblack/index.php?action=news&id=137428, 
Accessed: 1:12 PM, 3/07/2007.   
[22] Houston, B. “Where Most French Won’t Go: A Minority Journalist 
Covers ‘War in the Suburbs’”, 
  
http://news.pacificnews.org/news/view_article.html?article_id=e96aa7af0e71e
61e9311a0da348fe5b9, Accessed: 1:32 PM, 9/06/2007.   
[23] http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/5164514.stm, Accessed: 1:28 PM, 
03/07/2007.  
[24] http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/4997850.stm, Accessed: 1:20 PM, 
3/07/2007; http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/5164514.stm, Accessed: 1:28 
PM, 03/07/2007.   
[25] Seljuq, A. Cultural Conflicts: North African Immigrants in France, The 
International Journal of Peace Studies, 
http://www.gmu.edu/academic/ijps/vol2_2/seljuq.htm, Accessed: 1:37 PM, 
9/06/2007. 
[26] Cagaptay, S. “Muslims in France: A Ticking Time Bomb?” 
http://www.washingtoninstitute.org/templateC07.php?CID=261, Accessed: 
1:41 PM, 9/06/2007,  
[27] Ireland, S. Representations of the Banlieus In the 
Contemporary Marseillais Polar, Contemporary French and 
Francophone Studies, 8:1, 21-29, 
http://www.informaworld.com/smpp/title~content=t713651646, Accessed: 
1:44, 9/06/2007. 
[28] “Head to Head: Making Waves” 
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/uk_news/405883.stm, Accessed: 2:00 PM, 
9/06/2007.  
[29] http://www.irinnews.org/report.aspx?reportid=61892, Accessed: 1:33 
PM, 03/07/2007.  
[30] Sachs, J. D. The End of Poverty: Economic Possibilities for Our 
Time, New York: Penguin Books, 2005.; Olive, D. “A Constant State of 
Dread,” http://www.thestar.com/printArticle/170794, Accessed: 
2:09 PM, 9/06/2007, 26-50.  
[31] Olive, D. “A Constant State of Dread,” 
http://www.thestar.com/printArticle/170794, Accessed: 2:09 PM, 
9/06/2007. 
 
Jean-Paul R. Gagnon. Born in Edmonton, Alberta, Canada, 1984. Bachelor 
of Arts at Trent University (2006) major global history, Peterborough, 
Ontario, Canada.  PhD Candidate and Endeavour Scholar, Queensland 
University of Technology, (2010), political science, Brisbane, Queensland, 
Australia.  
  
